RESPONSE UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 1.116 
U.S. APP. NO. 10/682,429 

REMARKS 
Summary Of The Office Action 

Claims 1-22 are pending in the application. Each of these claims is rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over Watanabe (USP 5,519,412) and further in view of 
Yoshida (USP 5,852,680). Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection of these claims. 

Analysis Of The Rejection of Claims 1-22 

In response to the previous Office Action, the independent claims were amended to recite 
that the moving of the set of transforming feature points moves the transforming feature points 
from their usual position within the character, thereby transforming a shape of the character. In 
response to that amendment, the Examiner now combines Yoshida with Watanabe to reject all 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. § 103. 

Of particular note, the Examiner agrees that Watanabe fails to teach moving the set of 
transforming feature points moves the transforming feature points from their usual position 
within the character, but the Examiner applies Yoshida for this teaching (e.g., page 3 of the 
Office Action, third full paragraph), and concludes that it would have been obvious to include 
Yoshida's transformation of feature points to offset the usual positions of the point in the 
character with the character generating method of Watanabe because transforming a character's 
shape by altering the thickness involves adjusting the points forming the character, such that the 
points are adjusted inward and/or outward from the current character outline to effect a 
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thickening or narrowing of the character, which results in a character of an altered shape. See 
the paragraph bridging pages 3 and 4 of the Office Action. 

Also of note, in the paragraph bridging pages 2 and 3 of the Office Action, the Examiner 
states that Watanabe teaches transforming a shape of the character, and the Examiner refers to 
Watanabe's abstract in col., 2, lines 8-16 for this teaching. Applicant respectfully submits that 
the combination of references proposed by the Examiner would not have rendered the claimed 
invention obvious. 

In more detail, Applicant submits that Watanabe seeks to preserve the original shape of 
the character. For example, at col., 1, lines 38-63, Watanabe explains that there is a problem in 
the prior art where lateral line portions are reproduced thinner than other portions of a character 
due to a quantization error when converting character patterns into dot patterns. See 
specifically, col., 1 lines 46-49. Thus, Watanabe seeks to remove differences caused by 
quantization error when character patterns are converted. That is, Watanabe seeks to retain the 
original shape of the character. Yoshida teaches altering the thickness of certain portions of the 
character. Applicant submits, however, that applying the teaching of Yoshida to Watanabe 
would render the prior art unsatisfactory for its intended purpose and would change the principal 
of operation on which Watanabe is based. That is, modifying Watanabe as proposed by the 
Examiner would change the shape of the character produced by Watanabe, which is exactly the 
opposite of Watanabe seeks to achieve, that is, preserving the shape of the character. 
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Because it is improper to base an obviousness rejection upon a proposed modification 
that would render the prior art unsatisfactory for its intended purpose, or that would change the 
principle of operation of a reference (see, generally MPEP 2143.03), Applicant submits that the 
combination proposed in the Office Action is improper, and requests that the rejection of claims 
1-22 be withdrawn. 

The above argument applies to each of the independent claims 1,7, 14, 21 and 22, as well 
as their dependent claims. 

In view of the above, reconsideration and allowance of this application are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions are hereby solicited. If any points remain in issue which the 
Examiner feels may be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 

The USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue 
Fee and the Publication Fee, to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. Please also credit any 
overpayments to said Deposit Account. 
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